
Background:

Since 2002 the Fire Regime Condition Class (FRCC) concept has been in existence. 
The data is summarized at a course scale and is intended to describe national fire 
regime trends among wildlands. 

An interagency working group was formed and currently maintains a helpdesk, 
website, software tools, on-line courses, user guides, and methods to support FRCC 
evaluation (www.frcc.gov). 

The National Wildfire Coordination Group’s (NWCG) Fuels Management Committee 
(FMC) has been the primary sponsor of the FRCC Working Group since 2002.  The 
FMC has provided annual funding and guidance related to the content and emphasis 
of FRCC resources.   



Objective and Goals of the Questionaire:

1. How fire managers are assessing the condition of their 
landscapes;

2. The effectiveness of FRCC training, and resources;
3. FRCC software tools;
4. Needed enhancements to FRCC; and 
5. How FRCC is used among agencies.



Q1Which best represents the primary agency or 
organization that you work for?



Q2If you work for a federal agency what is your Job Series?



Q3What is your grade level?



Q4Which of the following best describes your position?



Q5
In what Region do you work? (For BLM, please write out 
your State name rather than abbreviating)



Q6In what State do you work? 



Q7
How are you assessing current landscape condition 
based on policy requirements?



Q8
How are you assessing current landscape condition or 
ecological integrity?



Q9What has been your training with FRCC? Please rate the 
effectiveness of each method of training you’ve attended.



Q10
Please rate how beneficial you found each of the following 
FRCC training types?



Q11In reference to the prior questions, what years did you 
attend training?



Q12
For each purpose, please indicate the method you use to 
calculate FRCC.



Q13
Please rate the usefulness of each tool you’ve used to 
calculate FRCC.



Q14How often do you use the following tools?



Q15Is GIS a barrier to your use of the FRCC mapping tool?



Q16 , Q17
Are you using the FRCC methodology as described in the FRCC 
Guidebook? If so, how useful is the information in the 
Guidebook?



Q18, Q19Have you been to the FRCC website? If so, how 
useful did you find the website?



Q20What spatial data are you using to calculate FRCC?



Q21
If you are using LANDFIRE data, are you doing any local 
calibration or modification?



Q22What are you using FRCC to measure or depict?



Q23
FRCC is intended to be an indicator of ecological condition or fire regime intactness. 
Outside of project reporting, if you are not using FRCC in your management and 
planning process, indicate why you are not.  



Q24
Current FRCC methodology incorporates both Fire Regime Departure and 
Vegetation Departure. Do you find Vegetation Departure to be a useful metric in 
assessing your landscape condition?



Q25Would you like FRCC training to be included in existing 
relevant S- or Rx-courses?



Q26
What kind of FRCC training would you be most likely 
to attend if required?



Q27
What kind of FRCC training would you be most likely 
to attend if NOT required?



Q28
Would you be most likely to use the FRCC assessment tools (GIS mapping tool and 
non-spatial application) if they were online(housed with other decision support 
tools) or stand-alone on your computer?



Q29
If you disagree with the concept of FRCC, what suggestions would you have in 
refining FRCC or developing a different indicator of landscape/fire regime health?



Q30
Please provide any feedback or comments you may have on your experience 
with FRCC, how it’s used or suggestions for improvement?



What did we learn?

• The US Forest Service (USFS) and the Department of Interior (DOI) dominated 
the responses with 40.9% and 43.2% respectively. 

• Tools used to assess current landscape condition as required by current 
policy, the majority of those who responded use FRCC as the preferred 
method (63.7%).

• 219 respondents considered themselves self-taught to some degree. Local-
scale training was deemed slightly more beneficial compared to regional, 
national, conference workshops or online training

• 68% of the respondents said they would be most likely to attend online 
training or webinar because of difficulties to travel, followed by workshops 
(64%) and conference training (25%) 

• Tools most used: 1) Expert opinion; 2) LANDFIRE FRCC products; 3) The GIS-
based FRCC Mapping Tool; 4) FRCC landscape worksheet (paper forms); and 
5) FRCC non-spatial software application.



What did we learn?

• 30.7% of respondent thought GIS was a barrier.
• Most respondents considered themselves using FRCC according to the 

methodology described in the FRCC Guidebook 
• 75% have visited the FRCC web site.
• 45.7% use FRCC use local data in FRCC calculations.
• LANDFIRE data is commonly modified for use in the FRCC calculation. FRCC is 

used to depict: 1) fire regime departure, 2) vegetation departure, 3) 
frequency departure, 4) ecological integrity, and 5) fire severity departure. 

• Respondents who do not use FRCC give the reasons as, the analysis area is 
too small, FRCC does not work well for the ecosystem in question, the 
concept of a historical reference condition does not make sense for the 
ecosystem, the respondent does not write reports, the method is to simplistic 
or confusing, or they did not know about FRCC.

• 39.2% would prefer a stand alone desktop application



What did we learn?

• Reasons for wanting the FRCC online was lack of GIS skills.
• However respondents liked the ArcMap tool but are afraid the tool would be 

slow due to poor internet speed.
• Suggested improvements to the current FRCC calculation included: 

Accommodate for climate change and invasive species, improvements to 
make FRCC more useful in the eastern states, develop a common framework 
for how to treat disturbances meant to mimic fire, and allow for alternate 
definitions of the reference condition.


